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Mr. McCarran, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H. R. 796] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bil! 
(H. R. 796) for the relief of Roy F. Wilson, having considered the 
same, reports favorably thereon without amendment and recommends 


that the bill do pass. 
PURPOSE 


The purpose of the bill is to pay the sum of $330.25 to Roy F. 
Wilson, Burlington, Iowa, in full settlement of all claims against the 
United States for travel allowance from Paris, France, to Burlineton, 
Iowa, incident to his discharge from the Army of the United States 


on November 23, 1946. 


STATEMENT 


Claimant, a resident of Burlington, Iowa, was born in Canada of 
parents who were citizens of the United States and was himself a 
citizen of the United States. Claimant enlisted in the Canadian Army 
on September 19, 1939, thereby losing his United States citizenship 
(54 Stat. 1169; 8 U. S. C. 801c), and was discharged therefrom on 
September 1, 1942, in London, England, in order that he might enlist 
in the United States Army, and he did in fact so enlist on the same 
day. Also, on the same day, claimant was repatriated as a citizen of 
the United States after taking the oath of allegiance before the United 
States consul in London. Claimant was honorably discharged from 
the United States Army in the grade of private at Paris, France, on 
November 23, 1946. His original discharge certificate erroneously 
stated that he was not a citizen of the United States, and a corrected 
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certificate was issued on December 10, 1947. However, because of 
the error appearing in the original certificate, military authorities 
denied claimant travel allowances from Paris, France, to his home in 
Burlington, Iowa. Claimant traveled from Paris to London at his 
own expense where he was issued an American passport by the 
American Embassy. After he had been advised that he could not be 
furnished sea transportation within 3 months and he having been 
ordered to leave England within 30 days of his arrival in that country, 
claimant had no alternative than to proceed to the United States by 
air, taking his minor son with him at a cost of $356.70 from London to 
New York. ‘This travel was performed on December 24, 1946. In 
February 1947 the Army Finance Department paid claimant for his 
land transportation between Paris and London under authority of the 
act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 853, 856; 10 U.S. C. 752). Thereafter, 
claimant filed a claim with the General Accounting Office for travel pay 
from Paris to Burlington. On April 25, 1950, the General Accounting 
Office paid him for all land travel between Paris and Burlington, less 
the amount previously paid by the Army Finance Department for 
travel from Paris to London. 

The report dated June 18, 1951, from Department of the Army, 
which appears in House Report No. 652, Eighty-second Congress, 
contains the details conceraing this claim and is incorporated herein by 
reference. An excerpt from that report follows: 

It is clear that under the act of August 2, 1946, supra, the claimant was legally 
entitled to a travel allowance of 5 cents a mile for his land transportation between 
Paris, France, and Burlington, Iowa, and to transportation in kind and subsistence 
en route for the sea travel involved. As above stated, the travel allowance for the 
land travel between Paris and Burlington was allowed by the General Accounting 
Office on April 25, 1950 (certificate No. 1840970). Whether sea transportation 
in kind was refused by the military authorities in Paris, as alleged by the claimant, 
cannot now be verified, but it seems probable that such was the case, since no 
allowance was paid him at the time of his discharge on November 23, 1946, for 
the land travel involved, and both monetary allowance for land travel and sea 
transportation in kind were authorized by the same act. 


In view of the foregoing and it appearing that there is no authority 
in law to pay claimant the travel allowance to which he was entitled, 
the committee recommends favorable consideration of this bill. 
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